Introduction to Collapse
"The image of lost civilizations is compelling: cities buried by drifting sands or tangled jungle, ruin and desolation where once there were people and abundance. Surely few persons can read such descriptions and not sense awe and mystery. Invariably we are spellbound, and want to know more. Who were these people and, particularly, what happened to them?" p. 1 good summary of this phenomena and why people are so curious. many other authors allude to this aspect too. Can site them with this as part of intro but need to find a fresh twist or new hook for it.
Check out publication by Wilamowitz and publication by Mazzarino on the collapse of the Roman Empire
"To some historians of the early twentieth century the twilight of Rome seemed almost a page of contemporary history (Mazzarino 1966: 173; Casson 1937: 183) .
" p.2 link this to discussions of the study of the archaeological record as a colonialist endeavor and specifically the colonializing treatment of the medieval. see "The Erasure of the Middle Ages from Anthropology's Intellectual Genealogy"
"Were it not for this well-document example of a powerful empire disintegrating, to which every Western school child is exposed, the fear of collapse would certainly be less widespread." p. The term 'established level' is important. To qualify as an instance of collapse a society must have established level of sociopolitical complexity. been at, or developing toward, a level of complexity for more than one or two generations. The demise of the Carolingian Empire, thus, is not a case of collapse -merely an unsuccessful attempt at empire building. the collapse, in turn, must be rapid -taking no more than a few decadsand must entail a substantial loss of sociopolitical structure. Losses that are less severe, or take longer to cocur, are to be considered cases of weakness and decline." p. 
. maybe it's just in the definition of complexity
Collapse relative to the society in which it occurs "To the extent, moreover, that the collapses of simpler societies can be understood by general principles, they are no less illuminating than the fall of nations and empires. Any explanation of collapse that purports to have general potential should help us to understand the full spectrum of its manifestations, from the simplest to the most complex. (environmental, social, political, economic) 
Tainter addresses this by defining collapse as political but is there a different, more encompassing way? would it be better to look at each aspect of collapse in the chart?
Chapter 2: The nature of complex societies collapse can only be understood in relation to the question of appearance and rise true,
ok, but often this is within the society studied aka can't understand the fall of Rome without understanding the rise of Rome/basis of civilization; might it not be just as interesting/fruitful to look at the collapse and the RISE of what followed? knowing what replaced it helps us understand what changes may have taken place
"Complexity is generally understood to refer to such things as the size of a society, the number and distinctiveness of its parts, the variety of specialized social roles that it incorporates, the number of distinct social personalities present, and the variety of mechanisms for organizing these into a coherent, functioning whole." p. 20 a heterogenic society that has increasingly less equal distribution across parts is increasingly complex inequality and heterogeneity are interrelated but not always correlated do I agree with this? what are the "building blocks" of complexity?
States:
territorially organized ruling authority monopolizes sovereignty and delegates power professional ruling class common, society-wide ideology exists to validate political org. social cat., strat, and specl result from larger populous do NOT ordinarily undergo short-term cycles of formation and dissolution organic solidarity (via Durkheim) focused on a center "The features that set states apart...are: territorial organization, differentiation by class and occupation rather than by kinship, monopoly of force, authoirty to mobilze resources and personnel, and legal jurisdiction." p. 29 "Superatural sanctions are then a response to the stresses of change from a kin-based society to a class-structured one." but...shamanism? this concept of sacred legitimization seems to be highly based off modern day analogy. surely sacred legitimitization doesn't disappear just because someone gets an army organized "Some anthropologists, for example, have suggests that drops in complexity within a level (such as the state level) are not instances of collapse, but 'waxings and wanings of scale ' (B. Price 1977: 218 Collapse doesn't necessarily result in a total shift in political organization-may simply shift to a smaller version at hand and doesn't just happen to states-these changes are obscured by typological approaches that only define differences between levels Theories on the Origin of States (conflict vs. integration) Managerial-stress and population increase require hierarchies to organize and control distribution of goods and services Internal Conflict-class conflict leads to elite individuals wanting to protect their privileged, restricted access External Conflict-conquering of outside groups gives elites capital and/or requires institutions to manage outside people Synthetic-interrelated processes generate complexity and institutions this is not a theory, just a general description of what happens argues that Mesopotamia, Egypt, China, the Indus, Mexico, and Peru are the only primary states. So primary states are just the first instance of states in a region-but ones that didn't previously interact with other known states (thereby negating the development of a pristine state 
